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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 1 1, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Haimi-Cohen (US 6,233,320) in view of Ludwig et al. (US 5,689,641). 

3. In regards to claim 1, Haimi-Cohen discloses a method comprising: recording data 
packets of a conversation by alternating between a first active link and a second active link of a 
wireless communication system; and sending the recorded data packets of the recorded 
conversation to a subscriber. Figure 4 discloses an apparatus, 100, with a conversation record 
module, 104, and a playback module, 106. Column 6 lines 29-34 indicate that packets from each 
side of the conversation are recorded. Column 6 lines 35-44 indicate that the recorded packets 
are sent to a subscriber by playing the conversation. Haimi-Cohen does not disclose recording 
video. 

Ludwig disclose video recording in the section titled "Audio/Video Storage" beginning 
on line 25 of column 30. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include video recording, 
as taught by Ludwig, in the audio recording system of Haimi-Cohen, because doing so provides 
support for both audio and video conferencing and playback. 
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4. In regards to claim 2, Haimi-Cohen discloses the method of claim 1 comprising: storing 
the recorded data packets of the recorded conversation in a storage medium. Figure 4. 1 10 is 
nonvolatile memory for storing the recorded conversation packets. 

5. In regards to claim 11, Haimi-Cohen discloses an apparatus comprising: first and second 
media recorders (fig. 4 the unmarked lines leading from the transmit and receive sides of the 
phone operation to the memory indicate that each side is recorded separately.) to record a 
conversation by alternately recording data packets of a media content of the conversation 
received from a first active link and a second active link (Column 6 lines 29-34 indicate that 
packets from each side of the conversation are recorded.) of a wireless communication system 
(col. 5 line 55), respectively; a controller to alternate between the first link and the second link 
(col. 6 lines 20-23 indicate using a DSP); a storage medium to store the recorded data packets 
(fig. 4. 1 10); and a first and a second media decoders to decode the recorded media content of the 
conversation (fig 4.1 12 and 1 14). Haimi-Cohen does not disclose recording video. 

Ludwig disclose video recording in the section titled "Audio/Video Storage" beginning 
on line 25 of column 30. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include video recording, 
as taught by Ludwig, in the audio recording system of Haimi-Cohen, because doing so provides 
support for both audio and video conferencing and playback. 

6. In regards to claim 17, Haimi-Cohen discloses an article comprising a storage medium 
having stored thereon instruction, that, when executed by a computing platform, result in: 
recording data packets of a conversation by alternating between a first active link and a second 
active link of a wireless communication system; and sending the recorded data packets of the 
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recorded conversation to a subscriber. Figure 4 discloses an apparatus, 100, with a conversation 
record module, 104, and a playback module, 106. Column 6 lines 29-34 indicate that packets 
from each side of the conversation are recorded. Column 6 lines 35-44 indicate that the recorded 
packets are sent to a subscriber by playing the conversation. A digital signal processor controls 
the apparatus. The DSP must have instructions, stored in memory, in order to carry out every 
process, including this one for recording a conversation. Haimi-Cohen does not disclose 
recording video. 

Ludwig disclose video recording in the section titled "Audio/Video Storage" beginning 
on line 25 of column 30. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include video recording, 
as taught by Ludwig, in the audio recording system of Haimi-Cohen, because doing so provides 
support for both audio and video conferencing and playback: 

7. In regards to claim 18, Haimi-Cohen discloses the article of claim 17, wherein the 
instructions result in: decoding a recorded media content of the recorded data packets by 
alternating between a first media decoder and a second media decoder (fig. 4.1 12 and 1 14); and 
sending the decoded media content of the recorded conversation to a subscriber that is an 
originator of the conversation recording (Column 6 lines 35-44 indicate that the recorded packets 
are sent to a subscriber by playing the conversation.). 

8. Claims 3-8, 10, 12-16, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Haimi-Cohen (US 6,233,320) in view of Barak et al. (US 6,792,093) further in 
view of Ludwig et ah (US 5,689,641). 
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9. In regards to claim 3, Haimi-Cohen discloses the method of claim 2 comprising: 
decoding a recorded media content of the recorded data packets by alternately decoding said 
packets with first and second media decoders (fig. 4.1 12 and 1 14); but not generating a file that 
includes decoded media content of the data packets corresponding to the recorded conversation; 
and storing the file at a secured location having a controlled access. 

Barak column 6 lines 34-35 indicate that a subscriber can log in to view a list of 
conversations. Each conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the 
subscriber must login in order to access the files. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add secure file access, as 
taught by Barak to the phone recording system of Haimi-Cohen because doing so ensures only 
the intended listeners have access to recorded conversations, which is a benefit readily 
recognized by one of ordinary skill in the art. 

10. In regards to claim 4, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the method of claim 3 further 
comprising: receiving a command for sending the file via a global network to a computer. Barak 
column 6 lines 29-3 1 indicate that files can be retrieved using the Internet. 

11. In regards to claim 5, Haimi-Cohen discloses the method of claim 1 comprising: 
decoding the recorded data packets by alternating between a first media decoder and a second 
media decoder (fig. 4.1 12 and 1 14). 

Haimi-Cohen does not disclose receiving a command for sending the recorded 
conversation to a remote station via the wireless communication system; and combining the 
decoded packets to generate a file that includes the recorded media content of the conversation. 
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Barak discloses in column 6 lines 1-3 and figure 3 that the conversations can be retrieved by 
phone. Column 1 line 54 indicates that the phone can be a mobile or wireless phone. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add Barak's server and 
remote station to the conversation recorder of Haimi-Cohen because doing so allows for a stand 
alone service that may be use with or without other services provided by a telephone company, 
as taught by Barak in column 1 lines 57-64. 

12. In regards to claim 6, Haimi-Cohen discloses a wireless communication system 
comprising: first and second media recorders (fig. 4 the unmarked lines leading from the transmit 
and receive sides of the phone operation to the memory indicate that each side is recorded 
separately.) to record a conversation by alternately recording data packets of a media content of 
the conversation received from a first active link and a second active link (Column 6 lines 29-34 
indicate that packets from each side of the conversation are recorded.) of a wireless 
communication system (col. 5 line 55), respectively; a controller to alternate between the first 
link and the second link (col. 6 lines 20-23 indicate using a DSP); a storage medium to store the 
recorded data packets (fig. 4.1 10). 

Haimi-Cohen does not disclose a server or a remote station to send a command and to 
receive the recorded data packets of the conversation. 

Barak discloses a server in column 1 lines 25 and 26. Barak discloses a remote station in 
column 6 lines 1-3 and 29-31. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add Barak's server and 
remote station to the conversation recorder of Haimi-Cohen because doing so allows for a stand 
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alone service that may be use with or without other services provided by a telephone company, 
as taught by Barak in column 1 lines 57-64. 

Haimi-Cohen does not disclose recording video. 

Ludwig disclose video recording in the section titled a Audio/Video Storage" beginning 
on line 25 of column 30. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include video recording, 
as taught by Ludwig, in the audio recording system of Haimi-Cohen, because doing so provides 
support for both audio and video conferencing and playback. 

13. In regards to claim 7, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the system of claim 6, wherein 
the server comprises: a file generator to generate a file which includes a recorded media content 
of the first link and the second link by alternating between a first media decoder and a second 
media decoder and combining the decoded media content from the first and second media 
decoders to the file; and a secured storage location having a controlled access to store the file. 
Barak column 6 lines 34-35 indicate that a subscriber can log in to view a list of conversations. 
Each conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the subscriber must login 
in order to access the files. 

14. In regards to claim 8, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the system of claim 7, wherein 
the secured storage location is a media mailbox. Barak column 6 lines 40-41 indicate that a call 
can be sent to an email inbox. The inbox is secure because the subscriber must enter a username 
and password to access the information. 
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15. In regards to claim 1 0, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the system of claim 6, wherein 
the remote station is a personal communication assistant (PCA). Column 3 line 53 and column 2 
line 54 indicates that the remote station can be a mobile phone. A mobile phone is a PCA. 

16. In regards to claim 12, Haimi-Cohen discloses the apparatus of claim 1 1 but not further 
comprising: a file generator to generate a file by combining a decoded data of the recorded data 
packets from the media decoders; and a secured storage location having a controlled accesses to 
store the file. 

Barak column 6 lines 34-35 indicates that a subscriber can log in to view a list of 
conversations. Each conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the 
subscriber must login in order to access the files. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add secure file access, as 
taught by Barak to the phone recording system of Haimi-Cohen because doing so ensures only 
the intended listeners have access to recorded conversations, which is a benefit readily 
recognized by one of ordinary skill in the art. 

17. In regards to claim 13, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the apparatus of claim 12, 
wherein the secured storage location is a media mailbox. Column 6 lines 40-41 indicate that a 
call can be sent to an email inbox. The inbox is secure because the subscriber must enter a 
username and password to access the information. 

18. In regards to claim 14, Haimi-Cohen discloses a method comprising alternately recording 
data packets of media content of the conversation received from a first active link and a second 
active link of the wireless communication system (Column 6 lines 29-34 indicate that packets 
from each side of the conversation are recorded.), using a first media recorder and a second 
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media recorder, respectively (fig. 4 the unmarked lines leading from the transmit and receive 
sides of the phone operation to the memory indicate that each side is recorded separately.); and 
storing recorded data packets of the recorded conversation (fig. 4.1 10). 

Haimi-Cohen does not disclose a server or a remote station to send a command and to 
receive the recorded data packets of the conversation. 

Barak discloses a server in column 1 lines 25 and 26. Barak discloses a remote station in 
column 6 lines 1-3 and 29-31. Column 3 lines 66-67 and column 4 lines 1-21 disclose the 
method for sending a command to record to the server by the remote station. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add Barak's server and 
remote station to the conversation recorder of Haimi-Cohen because doing so allows for a stand 
alone service that may be use with or without other services provided by a telephone company, 
as taught by Barak in column 1 lines 57-64. 

Haimi-Cohen does not disclose recording video. 

Ludwig disclose video recording in the section titled "Audio/Video Storage" beginning 
on line 25 of column 30. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include video recording, 
as taught by Ludwig, in the audio recording system of Haimi-Cohen, because doing so provides 
support for both audio and video conferencing and playback. 

19. In regards to claim 1 5, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the method of claim 14 
comprising: sending a command by the remote station to the server to play a recorded media 
content of the conversation at the remote station, decoding at the server the recorded media 
content by alternating between a first media decoder (Haimi fig. 4.1 12) and a second media 
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decoder (4.1 14); and transmitting by a base station a modulated decoded media content of the 
conversation to a commanding remote station. Column 6 lines 1-60 discuss the methods for 
retrieval from the server to a remote station. When the remote station is a mobile phone the 
conversation will inherently be routed through a base station. Also see the rejection of claims 2, 
7, and 11. 

20. In regards to claim 16, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the method of claim 15, further 
comprising: providing to a subscriber of a recording service a media mailbox to store the 
recorded media content of the conversation; and retrieving by the remote station a recorded 
conversation by accessing the media mailbox. Barak column 6 lines 1-27 describe the media 
mailbox procedures. Each conversation is assigned a code to identify it as belonging to a 
specific subscriber, as described in column 5 lines 8-11. The marked calls could be described as 
being placed in the subscriber's media mailbox. 

21 . In regards to claim 19, Haimi-Cohen discloses the article of claim 1 8, but not wherein the 
instructions result in: generating a file which includes the decoded media content of the 
conversation; and storing the file at a secured location having a controlled access. 

Barak column 6 lines 34-35 indicate that a subscriber can log in to view a list of 
conversations. Each conversation is one file. The memory location is secure because the 
subscriber must login in order to access the files. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add secure file access, as 
taught by Barak to the phone recording system of Haimi-Cohen because doing so ensures only 
the intended listeners have access to recorded conversations, which is a benefit readily 
recognized by one of ordinary skill in the art. 
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22. In regards to claim 20, Haimi-Cohen and Barak disclose the article of claim 19, wherein 
the instructions result in: receiving a command for sending the file via a global network to a 
computer; and storing the data packets comprising the recorded media content of the 
conversation at a storage medium. Barak column 6 lines 29-31 indicate that files can be 
retrieved using the Internet. It is also inherent that the packets will be stored, at the very least in 
temporary storage, once they arrive at the destination that requested the file over the global 
network. 

23. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haimi-Cohen (US 
6,233,320) in view of Barak et al. (US 6,792, 093) further in view of Liu et al. (US 6,434,139) 
further in view of Ludwig et al. (US 5,689,641). 

24. In regards to claim 9, Haimi-Cohen, Barak, and Ludwig disclose the system of claim 8 
further comprising: using the wireless communication system to connect to a global network; 
and a computer operably coupled to the global network to play the file via the global network by 
alternating between the first media decoder to the second media decoder. Barak column 6 lines 
29-3 1 disclose the use of a computer connected to a global network in order to play the file. 
Haimi-Cohen and Barak do not disclose using a gateway for the wireless system. 

Liu et al. discloses a wireless gateway in column 1 line 54. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the wireless gateway 
taught by Liu et al. to connect the wireless system to the global network as taught by Barak et al. 
because it is desirable to use both wired and wireless networks and technology as taught by Liu 
et al. in column 1 lines 52-54. 
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Response to Arguments 

25. Applicant's arguments, see page 9 3 filed 07/05/2007, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 1-20 under 102 and 103 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the , 
rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of new reference Ludwig et al. (US 5,689,641). 

Conclusion 

26. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kerri M. Rose whose telephone number is (571) 272-0542. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris H. To can be reached on (571) 272-7629. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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